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Wednesday, July 1 
League hears talk on sanctions. 
Abandonment seems inevitable— 
AAA permits further planting 
without loss of benefit payments, 
as drought losses mount—1,000 
plane base planned in Alaska— 
executions terrorize Can- 
in China’s civil war—Brandle 
sues " Hague for alleged loan of 
360,000—5,000 engage in RCA 
strike battle at Camden. 
Thursday, July 2 
AAA to buy cattle in drought 
areas—Pope appeals for ban on 
indecent motion pictures—Hinden- 
purg sets new trans-Atlantic rec- 
Ethopia demands league 


secret 


ton 


ord 
vote 
Friday, July $ 
France faces anti-Semitic riots 
in Africa and strikes at home— 
Lewis’s industrial union drive ex- 
tends to rubber, auto and textile 
industries as well as steel—Euro- 
pean tension eased as London as- 
sured that no Hapsburg coup is 
planned in Austria. 
Saturday, July 4 
Greatest exodus from Metropol- 
itan area in ten years marks 4th.— 
Many die as result of holiday 
week-end accidents—Government 
plan to aid drought victims an- 
inced—Danzig threat to with- 
draw from League announced. 
Sunday, July 5 
French Facists defy government 
ban. Battle police—Thos. Ken- 
nedy, Pennsylvania Lieutenant 
Governor pledges aid to United 
mine workers if they strike— 
Nazi coup feared in Danzig. 
Monday, July 6 
Military pacts seen likely as 
League decides to lift economic 
sanctions against Italy—-Dewey to 
fight racketeering in New York 
industry—French fascists reject 
olence as means to power. 
Tuesday, July 7 
Hoffman refuses to grant ex- 
tradition of Parker in Lindberg 
ase— Governor Lehmann orders 
two juries to help Dewey racket 
robe—Eden, Englandis foreign 
secretary, ill and may retire— 
President plans drought aid tour— 
Lewis and Green clash over indus- 
trial unionism. 
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gIGHLIGHTS OF THE WEEK 


Common Pleas 


Section 4 of the Act relating to 
the court of common pleas (2 C.S 
1725, sec. 94) was amended by the 
enactment of Assembly Bill 424. 
By Chapter 200 of the Laws of 
1936 the limitation upon the court 
of common pleas to hear suits and 
actions wherein title to real es- 
tate is in question has been re- 
moved. In Kirschler v. Albanesius, 
58 N. J. L. J. 137, Judge Hart- 
shorne called upon the legislature 
to remove this archaic limitation. 
The New Jersey Law Journal ad- 
vocated such a change, 58 N. J. L. 
J. 140. 


United States 
Supreme Court 





Minimum Wage Law for Women 
and Children—Constitutionality. 
Respondent was arrested and in- 

dicted, charged with violation of 
a mandatory order of the state 
industrial commission prescribing 
minimum wages for women em- 
ployees. He brought habeas cor- 
pus proceedings to test the val- 
idity of his detention, alleging the 
statute for violation of which he 
was confined violated the due pro- 
cess clauses of the state and fed- 
eral constitutions. 

Held: The act is unconstitution- 
al. It purports to extend to wo- 
men and minors in any occupation 
It is not an emergency law. It 
does not regulate hours or safety 
conditions but relates solely to 
wages. Unless the case can be dis- 
tinguished from Adkins v. Chil- 
cren’s Hospital, 261 U. S. 525, 67 
L. ed. 785, 43 S. Ct. 394, 24 A. L. 
R. 1238 (holding unconstitutional 
the fixing of minimum wages for 
women and children in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia), the statute 
must fail. No such distinction ex- 
ists. The standards set up by the 
New York act are the same as 
those set up in the act held bad 
in the Adkins case. The difference 
is merely one of phraseology. 

“The right to make contracts 
about one’s own affairs is a part 
of the liberty protected by the due 
process clause. Physical differenc- 
es between men and women must 
be recognized in proper cases and 
legislation fixing hours or con- 
ditions of work may properly take 
them into account, but (quoting 
the Adkins case) ‘we can not ac- 
cept the doctrine that women of 
mature age, sui juris, require or 
may be subjected to restrictions 
upon their liberty of contract 
which could not lawfully be im- 
posed in the case of men under 
similar circumstances.’’ 

The Adkins case “and the reas- 
oning upon which it rests clearly 
show that the State is without 
power by any form of legislation 
to prohibit, change or nullify con- 
tracts between employers and ad- 





Power Extended 


| 
| 


Laws Of 1936 


(Effective dates follow each Act) 








CHAPTER 1383—(June 5, 1936) 
Requires auto bus owners to se- 
cure safety certificate from Public 


| Utility Commission before obtain- 


ing motor vehicle license. 
CHAPTER 134—(July 4, 1936) 
Fixes same salary for Assistant 
Clerk of Small Claims Court in 
first class counties as that received 
by Assistant Clerk of District 
Court. 
CHAPTER 135—(June 5, 1936) 
Forbids discharge by hunters of 
firearms upon or across State or 
County highways. 
CYIAPTER 136—(June 5, 1936) 
Creates commission to investi- 
gate causes of juvenile delinquen- 
cy. 
CHAPTER 137—(June 5, 1936) 
Permits Common Pleas Judges 
in Second class counties to fix an- 
nual salaries for court stenogra- 
phers. 
CHAPTER 138—(June 5, 1936) 
Provides for pensions for court 
attendants in first and ‘second 
class counties. 
(Continued on page 8 col 5) 





Current Decisions 


CORPORATIONS — Dissolution— 
Filing Certificate of Capital 
Stock 

District Court of the First Judicial 
District of the County of Mon- 
mouth 

The Metropolitan Casualty Insur- 
ance Company of New York v. 
Brooker 

June 24, 1936 

William Wackenhuth, for plaintiff 

Ezra W. Karkus, for defendant 

Newman, J. 

This action is submitted to the 
court upon an agreed state of 
facts which will not be repeated 
here but will be referred to. 

The liability of the defendant 
to the plaintiff is alleged to arise 
out of the fact that the defendant 
was an officer of a corporation 
against which the plaintiff recov- 
ered a judgment; that said corpor- 
ation failed to file a report in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of 
Section 25 and 26 of the General 
Corporation Act. Section 25 of said 
act requires the filing of a certifi- 
cate showing the total amount of 





capital stock paid and the manner 
in which it was paid. Section 26 
provides, that if any of said of- 
ficers shall neglect or refuse to 
perform the duties required of 
them in preceding section for 
thirty days after written request 
so to do by a creditor or stock- 
holder of the corporation, they 
shall be jointly and severally Ha- 
ble for all its debts contracted be- 
fore the filing of such certificate. 

The corporation was dissolved 
by a proclamation of the Govern- 
or. Thereafter, plaintiff notified 
defendant to file said report. He 
attempted to do so but it was re- 
fused by the Secretary of State. 





amount of wages to be paid.” The | 
considerations of expedience which 


wage laws for women would apply | 
as cogently to men workers. 
(Four justices dissented). 
(Morehead v. People ex rel. Tip- 
11 ldo, 56 S. Ct. 918). 





court points out that the Pio 








ult women workers as to the! section 143 of the Corporation Act 


makes it a misdemeanor for any 
person to exercise or attempt to 
exercise any powers under the 


are urged in support of minimum | | charter of a corporation dissolved 


by the Governor. 

The position of the defendant 
was therefore, if we accept the 
contention of the plaintiff as being 

(Continued on page 6 col 2) 








MODERNIZE THE PROCESS FOR. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 





By CYRUS W. LUNN 





Today, many a lawyer who was 
once so busy, has ample time, be- 
tween retainers, to reflect upon his 
professional lot. His thoughts un- 
doubtedly often turn to the un- 
satisfied judgments for substantial 
sums, which moulder in his files. 
These judgments are the accumu- 
lation of years of practice ang the 
fruits largely of his professional 
ability and assiduous labors. They 
represent many a hard won victory 
in the legal arena and for them he 
has the kindly feeling of an old 
soldier for his medals. 

If he could only collect a por- 
tion of them, his lot would be 
eased and he could enjoy some of 
the material rewards which should 
be his. If it were definitely estab- 


Digests Of 


Recent Opinions 





BANKS AND BANKING — In- 
solvent — Trust Funds — What 
Constitutes Assets Augmented 

United States District Court, Dis- 
trict of New Jersey 

Steuber v. O’Keefe, Rec'r. 

June 30, 1936 


In Equity. On bill. Dismissed. 

Morris Gorson, for plaintiffs 

Bourgeois & Coulomb, for defend- 
ant. 

Avis, D. J. 


Plaintiff deposited $15,000 with 
Atlantic City National Bank, un- 
der an agreement providing the 
bank would hold that sum and pay 
4% interest thereon, in semi-an- 
nual installments of 2% for her 
life, and upon her death the same 

erest to her daughter, and upon 
her daughter's death to her 
daughter's children, until the 
youngest should reach the age of 
twenty-one, at which time the 
principal was to be divided up 
equally among such children. Lat- 
er, plaintiff depositeq $10,000 into 
the bank, under a similar ar- 
rangement. The moneys so depos- 
ited were not segregated by the 
bank, but became a part of the 
general funds of the bank. 

The bank was thereafter de- 
clared insolvent, and a receiver ap- 
pointed. Plaintiff files this bill, on 
behalf of herself and all the bene- 
ficiaries named in the fund praying 
that the agreement may be de- 
creed to be a trust; that the bank 
be removed as trustee and a new 
trustee appointed; and that the 
receiver turn over the fund to such 
new trustee. 


Held: To obtain the 
sought, plaintiffs must show: 
(t) That there was a trust; 

(2) That the assets coming into 
the receiver’s hands were aug- 
mented by the moneys deposited; 
and 

(3) That the particular funds 
are traced into the receiver's pos- 
session. 

It is apparent that neither of 
the parties wished that the agree- 
ments should definitely declare 
thdt the deposits in question con- 
stituted a trust. The bank treated 
the money as a deposit, which was 
not prohibited by the agreement. 

(Continued on page 3 col. 1) 


relief 





lished that these judgments were 
totally valueless, he might put 
them completely out of mind. As 
it is, they continue to haunt him 
with the knowledge that many of 
the judgment debtors are solvent 
and could satisfy them, at least 
in part, if they were so inclined, 
or if there existed some effective 
direct and inexpensive legal ma- 
chinery to compel them to do so. 
Surely the law which was so cir- 
cumspect in granting these judg- 
ments must sufficiently respect its 
own final determinations, to afford 
effective means for their satisfac- 
tion. But while the lawyer may 
idle with these reflections and find 
it harq to banish the faint, linger- 
ing hope that some day these 
judgments will come to fruition, 
his experience tells him that the 
means for their realization are 
nonexistent, and that many of the 
judgments that he has and will 
hereafter obtain will go unsatis- 
fied because of the deficiencies of 
the processes for their enforco- 
ment. 
Evasion Extant 

The fact that a great proportion 
of judgments are never fully or 
faithfully too 


generally to require comment. This 


satisfied is known 


condition deters the experienced 
lawyer and prudent business man 
from instituting actions even 
where rights are flagrantly violat- 
ed and the cause of action is clear 
and certain, unless the defendant 
is reliably insured or the nature 
of his business or holdings will 
impel him to render satisfaction. 


Does the condition prevail be- 
cause debtors cannot honestly 
fulfill their judgment  obliga- 
tions? The answer is emphat- 
ically ‘‘No.”’ They are not sat- 
isfied, even in part, because 


judgment debtors have no inten- 
tions of complying with the sol- 
emn judgments of the courts, and 
because our existing means of ex- 
ecution affords them numerous 
and certain means of evasion. 


Public opinion which formerly 
was a vital factor in enforcing 
judgments by stigmatizing the 


debtor as one unworthy of esteem 
and confidence has largely lost its 
force. In the smaller rural com- 
munities and the farming districts 
where the bulk of our population 
resided until a few decades ago, 
the general reputation of a man 
for honesty and fair dealing was 
well known to his neighbors, Of 
necessity, if not from inherent 
honesty, he made a great effort to 
settle just claims and to satisfy 
judgments rendered against him. 
His property was primarily in the 
form of land, or visible, tangible 
personalty, in immediate posses- 
sion and was, generally known to 
his creditors. Property of this 
character was reached readily by 
the common process of execution. 

Today to pursue the debtor who 
is fully equipped with modern 
streamlined means of escape and 
evasion, we must rely substantial- 
ly on the same type of execution 
utilized in those horse and buggy 
days. Our population now is large- 
ly congregated in great cities 
where individuals are generally 

(Continued on page 2 col 1) 
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(Continued from page ‘1 


unknown to their neighbors and 
) where the loss of personal identity 
reduces the high value formerly 
jplaced on general reputation. 
Much of the permanency of older 
jdays no longer exists, and the 
| mode of living and philosophy of 
| life is the transitory one of oppor- 
| tunism and speculation. Wealth in 
many cases is readily accumulated 
and as easily lost. It takes on 
forms never contemplated even in 
the wildest dreams of those re- 
sponsible for our existing process 
of execution. It consists largely 
of intangible securities, rights and 
credits. The individual ownership 
and conduct of business enter- 
‘prises is becoming more and more 
rare. Businesses are now conduct- 
' ed by indirection, anq their own- 
ership is lost in the maze of cor- 
porate structures and their subsid- 
iaries. 

The general laxity of business 
morality, coupled with the preval- 
ent knowledge by the unscrupu- 
lous of the ineffectiveness of our 
legal machinery has made the sat- 





isfaction of judgments highly 
problematic. Many lawyers, more 
concerned with a little present 


gain, affected by the demoralizing 
knowledge that practically every 
one else is taking advantage of 
these weaknesses in our system, 
and that if they fail to render as- 
sistance, help can be obtained 
readily from other sources, lend 
themselves to perfecting elaborate 
schemes to enable their clients to 
continue in the full pursuit of 
their mappanees, 
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Maturing Maw ist 


Due Yield 
‘i940 1.90% 
1941 2.00 
1942 2.10 
1943 2.20 
1944 2.30 
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40 Wall Street. New York 


lodernize Enforcement of Judgmeiits 


without any ser-|t 


Seasoned r 


ious inconvenience from judg- 
ments, and in utter disregard of 
the solemnly adjudicated rights 
of their creditors. Others obtain 
like assistance of a more unre- 
liable character at a nominal 
charge from their neighborhood 
notary, who has discovered the ef- 
ficacy of the chattel mortgage. 
System Fails 

The existing process of execu- 
fails, first because of the 
ready means afforded the judg- 
ment debtor to flagrantly dispose 
of and conceal his property and 
rights, which should be legitimate- 
dedicated to the satisfaction of 
because the 


tion 


Tus 
Ly 


his judgments; second 


reditor is compelled at his own 
expense to utilize the existing 
cumbersome, antiquated and bur- 


densome means of seeking, trac- 
ing through labyrinthine channels, 
anda discovering in a maze of con- 
ealment the debtor’s assets 
Many are the obstacles to the 
effective translation of a judg- 
ment into hard money in the hands 
if the creditor. In many states, 
no effective levy can be made now 
on sums of money owed by a third 
party to a judgment debtor unless 
the third party can be persuaded 
to voluntarily acknowledge his in- 
debtedness, irrespective of how 
patent that fact may be. The 
court will not order the garnishee 
to pay the money if he disputes 
tha debt, the admitting of which 
a jurisdictional sine qua non 
(Drake v. Donnelly 8 N. J. Misc 
872 Shares of stock cannot be 
upon without 
ynucaption of the actual certifi- 
rte. (Wallace v. Stein 102 N. J 
L. 517.) The judgment debtor, who 
holds all the ck of a corpora- 
which in turn owns all the 
property in which he is interested, 
can effectually nt upon 


shares by keeping 


uecessfully levied 


st 


mon 


levy 
beyond 
of the 
to a 
the 


preve 
them 
the territorial jurisdicti 
sheriff by assignin 


friendly immy. Even 


or g them 


ai where 


and in the words of the auctioneer, 


“going, going, gone,” his assets 
have completely “gone.” He now 
brazenly can confront his creditors 
with a satisfied smirk and inform 
them that he sold his assets and 
dissipated the proceeds in a Bac- 
chic celebration, bet them on a 


horse, gave them to the Missus or 
any number of equally probable 
tales. 


The creditor is powerless. The 
space of this article will not per- 
mit an account of the methods 
known to all members of the bar, 
whereby the debtor now flouts his 
creditors and evades his obliga- 
by means of collusive judg- 
ments, friendly levies, fictitious 
chattel ang real estate mortgages, 
and single and serial fraudulent 
transfers and conveyances 
Futile Proceeding 

t may be urged that by means 
supplementary proceedings 
fraudulent acts can be dis- 
closed fully and relief obtaineq in 
the courts to set them aside. Only 
whose knowledge of supple- 
mentary proceedings is academic 
could seriously suggest this. These 
proceedings are as futile as they 
are perfunctory The judgment 
lebtor comes well prepared with 
glib answers to all the questions. 
No matter how absurd a tale he 
tells of the sudden loss of all his 
leviable assets, and sources of in- 
ome, no matter how palpably he 
commits perjury, no matter with 
what arrogance and discourtesy he 
treats the humble practitioner of 
the he immune 
from serious embarrassment. 
Supplementary proceedings bur- 
lesque the methods provided to dis- 
cover the debtor’s assets and turn 
required oath into an empty 

Even if the examina- 
ntrary to common experi- 
discloses evidence of fraudu- 
lent transfers conveyances, 
there is no summary relief avail- 
able to the creditor. If he has not 
t all faith in legal processes for 
the enforcement of his rights, and 
has not completely exhausted his 
substance, as well as his patience, 


tions, 


of 


these 


one 


law, seems to be 


any 


the 
gesture. 
ti co 
ence, 


mn 


or 





a judg- 
of which 
it cannot 


debtor holds 
satisfaction 
obtain 
by his 
because many 
that only such rights 


ment 
ment, the 
could readily 


judg 


he 


judgment 


be levied upon 


reditor, execution 
acts provide 
and credits are 
subject to attachment and this 
ment not being of that type, is 
available to the creditor, un- 
it has been reduced to money. 
Stein 94 N. J. E 
means available 


are 
judg 
not 
less 
(Fx 
The 
the debtor 
defeat this requires no comment 
The married woman’s acts have 
made her available as a free agent 
to assist her husband in defraud- 


25). 


a0 


to 


iwards v 
apparent 


through connivance to 


ing his creditors, by permitting 
him to transfer to her all his prop- 
erty before embarking upon a 
speculative venture and thereaf- 
ter, taking title to all his property 
in her name to the chagrin of his 
creditors. Many, however, feel that 


this form of concealment is 
fraught too heavily with the vicis- 
situde of domestic infelicity 
Personal property can be trans- 
freely after judgment is 
entered and until there has been 
an actual levy made by the sher- 
iff. He catches in his net only the 
most sluggish of the halt and the 
lame, the small minority who are 
too stupid or honest to safeguard 
themselves. Our execution with 
its levv requires the sheriff to bal- 
Ivhoo his actions and like a consci- 
entious auctioneer, give fair warn- 
ing that he is about to act. If 
he fails to comply strictly with 
the technical requirement of the 
levy, all his efforts are of no avail, 
but matters seldom reach this im- 
for the debtor has taken 


ferred 


passe 








Telephone: Digby 4.0909 





|heed of the numerous warnings 





— 


subject to levy as 


|} he may now embark on a new and 
possibly more expensive course of 
| litigation in Equity with the even- 
satisfaction of his original 
judgment still highly problematic. 
A Huge Burden 

The burden is now placed upon 
jhim, at his own expense, to prove 
to the complete satisfaction of the 
| court by proof meeting all the nar- 
|row technical requirements of evi- 
lence not only the fraudulent con- 
luct of the debtor, which has de- 
prived him of means to satisfy his 
judgment, but also the fraudulent 
conduct of those now possessed of 
debfor’s property. The diffi- 
culty of obtaining complete proof 
f all the necessary elements re- 
quired to prevail in such actions, 
not only as against the debtor, but 
against the other persons who 
must be made parties to such ac- 
tions makes the successful conclu- 
sion of suits to set aside fraudu- 
lent conveyances and transfers 
highly precarious. 
An execution has been defined as 
the end of the law (United States 
vy. Nourse 9 Pet. (U. S.) 8), final 
process ang the end of the law 
(Hurlbutt v. Carrier 38 A. 502), the 
end and fruit of the law (Beard 
v. Wilson 12 S. W 502), the carry- 
ing into effect of the judgment or 
decree of a court (Bacon v. Fed. 
Min. &c 19 Ida. 136), the final 
judgment of a court (Lockridge v. 
Baldwin 70 Am. D. 385). 
parent that these definitions are 
the statement of a hope rather 
than of a fact. 
Justice demands that fair judg- 
ments honestly arrived at should 
be honestly fulfilled. When this is 


| 
tual 


the 


greater miscarriage of justice than 


It is ap- | 


if the judgment had never been 
rendered, for the prevailing party 
has expended much time, energy | 
and money ang has been subject 
to the harassing experience of | 
futile litigation. Out of his un- 
fortunate experience arises a gen- 
eral loss of confidence in the courts | 
and in the law, and a conviction 
that one cannot obtain justice by 
these means. This prevailing sit- 
uation has done much to rob the 
courts of their dignity and effec- 
tiveness. It has deprived the law- 








Specialists in all——__ 


Title Company 


MORTGAGES & CERTIFICATES 
STRAUS & PRUDENCE BONDs 
Mortgage. Participations Issued py | 
BANKS & TRUST COMPANIEg | 


Inquiries Invited On All 
Real Estate Issues. 


STERLING INVESTING 


CORPORATION 


42 Broadway, N.Y. BOw. Green 9-043) 
A. T. & T. Teletype N. Y. 1-1254 





yers of much legitimate litigation, 





as one who has had this experience 
is inclined to compromise his just 
claims on almost any terms rath- 
er than be involved in fruitless lit- 
gation. It has fostered the growth 
f collection agencies and of 
strong arm processes of collection, 
while the taxpayer has been heav- 
Uy called upon to maintain costly 
tribunals, whose final judg- 
have only a fiat value. Jus- 
tice demands that she be rearmed 
with a process to effectively strike 
in the cause of those entitled to 
her vigorous aid. Until she is so 
equipped she must stand as de- 
fenseless as a small town constable 
with his billy against the depre- 
dations of machine gun lawless- 
ness. | 
Contempt Proceedings Effective 
Judgments obtained in Equity 
enforceable by contempt proceed- | 
ings in that court have been gen- | 
erally effective and have done | 
much to maintain the high regard 
in which that Court is held, espec- 


legal 
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ially in New Jersey. We advocate | 
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legislation which 


the law courts with effective | 
means of enforcing their judg- 
ments by contempt proceedings 


similar to those now prevailing in } 
Equity with full leave to the Court 
to set up by rule efficient machin- 
ery to enforce its judgments 

A presumption should be creat- 
ed, where a judgment debtor has 
failed within a reasonable time to 
satisfy a judgment, or to make ar- 
rangements to that end, satisfac- 
tory to his creditor, that he has 
wilfully flaunted the authority 
the Court which rendered it, and 
is thereby subject to punishment 
for his contempt. The burden 
would be placed squarely on him 


of 


to show that he had made every 
effort to faithfully satisfy the 
judgment involved. The respec- 


tive roles of the debtor and cred- 
itor would be recast, and the ad- 
vantageous position now enjoyed 


by the debtor conferred on his 
creditor. 
A system could be then effec- 


tively and readily evolved whereby 
a debtor by the very terms of the 
(Continued on page 6 col. 1) 


would provide | 
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aker Points Out 
hvercrowding Of Bar 
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UFFALO, (CCNS)—While the 
» profession has suffered ad- 
3) prof 

ma) harasmips py reason of 
4 jepression, it would still be 
ing economic difficulties 
h the return of the most 
rous conditions the country 
known, according to Karl 
rmick, trustee of the Erie 


- 







on 
-erienc 
wi 






5s even 


McC 













nty Bar Association. 

his gloomy outlook for the 

ve Mr. McCormick ex- 
is based largely on the 


ous overcrowding of the Bar 
inroads of lay agencies on 
mal supply of legal busi- 
suffalo, for instance, there is 
er for every 450 persons or 


for every 112 families. 


Since ap- 
roximately one-fourth of these 
families are on relief, there are 


84 families for each lawyer 
ity. Furthermore, the num- 

f lawyers in Buffalo are in- 
reasing at the per- 
ent a year compared with a pop- 


rate of four 


increase of one percent. 
Is it any wonder that the eco- 
ynditions of the 


are as bad as know 


profession 


we them to 





Digests Of 


Recent Opinions 





‘ontinued 


from page 1) 


| 
igreement in no way indi-} 
that the moneys were to be | 
separate. In Swan v. Chil-| 
s Home Soc. of W. Va., 67 
2), 84, it was held that a very 
r arrangement did not con-| 
e a trust. 
wever, even if a trust were| 
the plaintiffs would still | 
e entitled to the relief prayed 
There has been no proof of 
nentation, and none of the} 
i€y was traced to the receiver 
law on this subject is stated 
armer v. Rendleman, 64 F (2) 
2. See also Schuyler vy Little- | 
232 U. S. 707; Blakey v 
ison, 286 U. S. 254; Lifsey v 
year, etc. Co., 67 F (2) 82; 
Nair v. Davis, 68 (2) 935 
sdom v. Keen, 69 F (2) 349 


Bill dismissed. 


‘MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE —! 
Rent Receivership — Applica- | 
tion of Receipts to Taxes. 
Chancery of New Jersey 





| same 


from the 


| seems to 


dismissed and in view of the fact 
that there has been a sale of these 
premises for taxes, it would seem 
to be equitable that the moneys 
in the hands of the receiver col- 
lected for rent should be applied 
to the payment of taxes which is 
an obligation of the defendants 
under their mortgages.” 
So ordered. 


AUTOMOBILES — Service Upon 
Non-Resident Motorists — Cor- 
poration Owner 

New Jersey Supreme Court At- 
lantic County 


LANDLORD AND TENANT — 
Liability of Landlord — Trap 
Door — Control of Tenant. 

New Jersey Supreme Court 

Hammer v. Vanderbilt 

June 26, 1936 

On appeal from the Circuit Court. 
Affirmed. 

Morris Goldsmith, Harold H. Fish- 
er, for appellant. 

Cox & Walburg (William H. D. 
Cox), for respondent. 

Lloyd, J. 

Plaintiff sued the owner of 
premises for injuries sustained by 
tripping over the raised handle of 





McLeod v. Birnbaum 

On rule to show cause why ser- 

vice should not be set aside. Rule 
discharged. 

Isaac C. Ginsburg, for the rule 

Samuel Levinson, contra. 

Donges, J. 

Plaintiff was injured by an auto- 
driven by the defendant, 
Samuel Birnbaum, an officer and 
employee of the defendant Zakin- 
Birnbaum, Inc., upon the business 
\f the said corporation. The auto- 
mobile was the property of one 
Paul Simon. Birnbaum, Simon, 
and Zakin-Birnbaum, Inc., are all 
non-residents, domiciled in the 
State of New York. 

The sole question is whether ser- 
may be made upon Zakin- 
Birnbaum, Inc. through the Com- 
missioner of Motor Vehicles. The 
corporation asserts that service 
connot thus be made because it 
was neither chauffeur, operator, 
or owner of the automobile. The 
pertinent statute provides for such 
service upon, “any chauffeur, oper- 
or owner of any motor ve- 
not licensed under the laws 
State of New Jersey....who 
accept the privilege extend- 
non-resident chauffeur, oper- 
or owners by law of driving 
vehicles or of having the 
driven in the State of New 
Jersey....” 

Held: The legislative intent, 
wording of the statute 
include not only the per- 
ally driving the vehicle 
the person upon whose 
vehicle was being driv- 
language 
cover these situations. 
show cause dis- 


mobile 





vice 


ator, 
hicle 
of the 
shall 
ed to 
itors, 


such 


son acti 
but also 
behalf the 
jen The 
broad to 

The rule to 


| 
| charged. 


‘| HUSBAND AND WIFE — Main- | 


| tenance of Children — Modifi- 


cation of Order — Application 
to Vice Chancellor 

EQUITY PLEADING — Matri- 
monial Matters — Application 


to Vice-Chancellor. 
In Chancery of New Jersey. 


fome Buyers B. & L. v. Haltz-| McCartney v. McCartney 
man | June 23, 1936 
March 12, 1936 |On application to vacate order. 
mn bill to foreclose. On petition | Denied 
for distribution of rents in hands Beulah B. Godwin, for petitioner 
of receiver | Melosh, Morten & Melosh (Louis 
Nathan Blank, for complainants. | G. Morten), for respondent 
Joseph Varbalow, for defendants. | Lewis, V. C 


Davis, V. C | 

Pending final hearing on com- | 
plainant’s bill to foreclose, a rent 
receiver was appointed. Final hear- 
was held December 11, 1933, 
no final decree was entered, 
the matter being held to enable 
the parties to adjust their differ- 
ences. It was indicated, however, 
that defendants would be entitled 
to a dismissal of the suit as prema- 
turely brought. In the meantime, 
the mortgaged premises have been 
sold for taxes, aggregating more 
than the receiver has in his hands 
for distribution. 

Defendants contend that upon 
dismissal of the bill the rents 
Should be turneq over to them. 
Complainant insists that the fund 
be disbursed on account of taxes. 
The mortgage contains an agree- 
ment that defendants shall keep 
the taxes paid. — 

Held: “The Bill has not yet been 


ing 


but 





The parties were divorced, and 
thereafter various orders were 
made as to support and custody 
of the children. The husband seeks 
@ vacation of the last order made, 
requiring him pay $15. per 
week for the maintenance of the 
children, on the ground the Court 
no jurisdiction to make the 
order 

Held: “Under the equity rules, 
applications in matrimonial mat- 
ters are referred to Advisory Mast- 
ers. The matter therefore is not 
properly before me as Vice-Chan- 
cellor, and the application is ac- 
cordingly denied.” 


to 


had 


is sufficiently | 


|@ trap door placed flush with the 
| sidewe _k which was used to reach 
| the cellar of premises owned by 
defendant. From a non-suit, plain- 
tiff appeals. 

The premises contained three 
stores and originally the cellars 
| beneath them were all reached by 
the trap door in question. Two 
years before the accident, the cel- 
lars were divided in three individ- 
ual compartments, one for each 
store, and an individual trap door 
was provided for the other two 
cellars. The tenant of the store 
facing the trap door here involved 
| was given the key to the door 
jand retained it in his possession. 
|The evidence discloses that the} 
| plaintiff tripped over the handle 
|to the trap door, which was a U 
| shaped piece of metal apparently 
Gesigneq to fall back flush with 
the sidewalk. The case is devoid 
of evidence that at the time the 
cellar was divided, the door or 
handle was not in proper repair. 
Plaintiff contends that it was the 
landlord’s duty to keep the door} 
in repair, because it was a struc- 
|ture in the public highway. 

Held: Unless the door and the 
handle constituted a nuisance per | 
the landlord would not be re- 
| sponsible for an improper condi-| 
tion which developed while the | 
door was in the sole control of | 
|}the tenant. Durant v. Palmer, 29 | 
IN. J. L. 544; Handlon v. Cope- | 
stone Temple Asso., 106 N. J. L. | 


| 362 


| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








} 
1 se, 





There is no evidence here to 

that the landlorg retained | 
‘any control over the premises. | 
Affirmed 


| show 


_—_— 
PLEADING AND PRACTICE —| 
Amendment — Counterclaim — | 


| New Cause of Action 
| New Jersey Supreme Court, Cam- 


den County. } 


Franklin Trust Company v. Georke 

On motions to amend pleadings 
and to strike answer and coun- 
terclaim. 

Motion to amend 
to strike granted 

Maurice J. Cronin (for A. Harry 

Moore), for plaintiff 
John J. Stamler, for defendant. 
Palmer, S. C. C. 

Plaintiff sued to recover upon a 
demand note secured by collateral; 
and defendant counterclaimed up- 
on the theory of negligence in 
plaintiff's failure to sell collateral, 
The jury found in favor of defend- 
ant on its counterclaim. The Court 
of Errors reversed, (185 A. 39) 
holding there was no duty on the 
| part of plaintiff-pledgor to sell col- 
lateral held to secure a demand 
note. 

Defendant now asks leave to 
amend his answer and counter- 
claim to include an allegation that 
there was a contract between the 
paries for the sale of the collater- 
al, and further that there existed 
a custom for the bank to sell col- 


denied. Motion 








| schools. 


| a teacher, or other just cause, and 


lateral on demand of the pledger. 




















No consideration is stated for the Specialists in 





alleged contract. Plaintiff resists 
this motion and moves for sum- 
mary judgment. 

Held: Plaintiff's testimony at 
the trial would not indicate the 
existence of..such custom as is 


GUARANTEED 
RAILROAD STOCKS | 
BU LG 3h & Co 
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CUARANTE 
Telephone 652 Broadway 
BO.Gr.9-6400 NEW YORK N.Y.1-1063 
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now alleged. The allegation of a 


Teletype ° 


—___._ 





custom would constitute the sub- 








stitution of a new cause of action. 
The discretion of this court will 
not be exercised in this case to 
permit a new and different cause 
of action to be alleged. 

Since the Court of Errors in ef- 
fect held that the answer and 
counterclaim failed to set up a de- 
fense, they will be ordered strick- 
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School District of Wildwood v. 
State Board of Education 

July 1, 1936 

On certiorari. Rule discharged. 

Harry Tenenbaum, for the prose- 
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ae VERON ASSOCIATES 
Eugene Blankenhorn, for the de- 11 West 42nd St., New York, N. Y. 
fendants. LOngacre 5-7136 
Parker, J. = —— 





Two rules to show cause were 
granted why a writ of certiorari 
should not issue to review the re- 
fusal of the action of the Board 
of Education of Wildwood in 
dismissing two tenure teachers 
upon the sole ground that they 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 
$50,000 and upward only 
JEROME HEYMAN 
31 Clinton St- Mitchell 2-8314 
Also UNLISTED SECURITIES 








were married women. The sole 
question is whether the fact 
that a female teacher under ten- 
ure marries is sufficient to war- 
rant her dismissal. 

Held: There is no specific pro- 
vision in the statute for the dis- 
missal of a married woman as a 
school teacher in the _ public 
The statute provides: 

“No principal or teacher shall 
be dismissed or subjected to a re- 
duction in salary in said school 
district except for inefficiency, in- 


REAL ESTATE 
SECURITIES 


Markets 
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Real Estate obligations are er- 
ceptional. 
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capacity, conduct unbecoming to 


after a written charge of the cause 


Real Estate Bonds 


or causes, shall have been pre- 

ferred against him or her,” etc. All Issues. 

| (Chapter 243, P. L. 1908, as SOBEL & CO. 

amended.) 150 Broadway, N. Y. REctor 2-3550 
Prosecutor contends that the 
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words, ‘or other just cause’ are 
sufficiently broad to support a dis- 
missal on the ground of marriage. 
But the words must be read in 
connection with those immediately 
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(Continued on page 5 col. 3) 
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AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Junior Bar Conference 
of Union County 
More than one-half of the nine- 
teen municipalities of Union Coun- 
ty are in neeq of a complete re- 
vision of their ordinances and of 


tc 7 
Legal Lore 
By George J. Miller. 


Early Admissions to the Bar 
And Disbarménts 





the 


a survey conducted by the Union | 
County Junior Bar Conference of 
the American Bar Association. 
The report of the survey, sub- 
mitted by James F. Kervick, 
chairman of the Committee on 
Public Reeords, indicated that 
Elizabeth, Linden, Rahway, Fan- 
wood and Kenilworth do not have 
an index to their ordinances. None 


of the municipalities have an in- | 


dex to the minutes of their leg- 
islative bodies. Few have indexes 
to resolutions passed by the var- 
ious town councils. 

Many municipalities are in need 
ot charter revision, and their offic- 
ials have expressed a desire that 
attorneys employed under WPA 
projects be assigned to assist in 


installation of a central in- | From the Minutes of the Sup - 
' 
dexing system, it was revealed by | 


Suggestions concerning the functio 





ning of the Courts. bringing about the necessary re- 








THURSDAY, 





Relief For Lawyers 





An encouraging sign in the legal 
profession is the growth of interest 
and demand for WPA projects or 
some other relief for needy lawy- 
ers. In Essex County, the Junior 
Section of the American Bar As- 
sociation has gone on record 
both 


a propect or projects, and 


the Lawyers’ Society of Essex and 


the Essex County Bar Association 
have appointed committees 
gather data on the economic status 


of lawyers and to make some 
recommendations for relief. The 
Essex Bar Association now has 


pending before it a proposal to es- 
tablish a registration service 
whereby lawyers and clerks seek- 
ing employment, and experts in 
particular phases of law, could reg- 
ister their names and qualifica- 
tions. Only a few days ago, the 


chairman of the Essex County 
Junior Bar Conference proposed 
to the Newark Director of Fi- 


nance that young Newark lawyers 
be retained to foreclose tax liens. 

In Union County, the recently 
organized Junior Section of the 
American Bar Association has ap- 
pointed a committee to confer with 
officials of municipalities within 


that county regarding codification | 


and indexing of municipal ordinan- 
ces, and the Union County Bar 
Association has appointed a com- 
mittee to register applicants for 
WPA aid. 

The recent abandonment 
WPA officials of the 
ment that 90 percent of WPA 
workers must come from relief 
rolls has given an impetus to this 


by 
require- 


as | 
favoring the adoption of a such} 


to | 





JULY 9, 1936 vision. 

—s ———$—___——_ —____ + | Samuel J Marantz, county 
} { |chairman of the conference an- 
BAR ASSOCIATION | omnis Sinvey whieh 


| NOTES 


| AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION | pe submitted to the New Jersey 

Junior Bar Conference | State Bar Association, which ag- 

of Eacex County poor has been assigned by the 

A proposal to have the city of | Works Progress Administration to 

Newark retain young Newark at- | delegate attorneys to remedy the 
conditions. 

Other members of the Commit- 

tee who contributed to the survey, 

ere Judge Gustave G. Kein, Union; 


also makes recommendations for 





torneys through the Junior Con- 
1erence of the American Bar As- | 


sociation to foreclose tax liens has 


|been made in a letter dated| manuel Finkelstein, Elizabeth; | 
|July 2, 1936, addressed to the | Louis B. Zavin, Hillside; Charles 
y ; Saul Nei- | 
Hon. Anthony F. Minisi, New- N. Torn, Jr., Westfield; Sav 4 
-| rect r £ vert, Roselle; Joseph A. Lettieri, 
a Roselle Park; and Vincent D. Man- 
Leon Dreskin, chairman of the ahan. Jr.. Plainfield 
Newark Bar Conference of Essex It was indicated that the revi- 


sion of the statutes of New Jer- 
sey has cost approximately three 
quarters of a million dollars, with 
the work completed up to 1934. 
But the legislature has failed to 
make an additional appropriation 
of $25,000 to complete this work 
to date, so that the revision would 
be available to the Bar and public. 
George F. Hetfield, of Plainfield, 
Joseph M. Feinberg and Richard 
miliar with the fact that in Es- | Geen of Elizabeth, were appointed 
| Sex County we have a serious ec-|,, g Committee to wait upan the 
h nomic problem involving partic- legislators of the county and urge 
ularly the younger lawyers. They |the necessary appropriation. A 
} are in financial distress and have} -esojlution recommending the fur- 
been unable to better their posi-| ther appropriation was also for- 
| tion. It has become a real prob-/ warded to the Appropriation Com- 
lem. We feel that if the City de-| mittee of the Assembly and to 
| cides to proceed with the liquida-/ other Bar Associations. 
j} tion of these liens, it should be Judges Edward A. McGrath and 
| done through the younger mem-| Lloyd Thompson, and Prosecutor 
bers of the Bar, residents of and| Abe J. David, have indicated their 
practicing in the City of Newark. | willingness to cooperate with the 
“This plan would be beneficial} Committee on Criminal Assign- 
to all concerned for the following | ments in having younger attorneys 
reasons: | assigned to cases in the criminal 
“First: It would naturally help| courts, it was indicated in the re- 


County. Mr. Dreskin says, in part, 


in his letter: 


“The handling of a tax lien mat- 
ter unusual problem 
to the average lawyer. The stat- 
ute is definite and the proceedings 
|not unusual, being only in the na- | 
of ordinary foreclosure 


presents no 


; ture an 
} bill. 


“You are undoubtedly very fa- 





the necessary WPA projects, will | 


Court of the Province of New 
Jersey 


Vol. 11—Date 1761-1765 Year 1763 
Pg.84. 

; Joseph Smith Exam 

| Jasper Smith was Publicly Ex- 

}amined touching his abilities and 

| knowledge in the Law, to prac- 

| tise as an Attorney and approved 

of.. 7 

| Vol. 10 Date 1760-1764 Pg. 9. 
Elias Boudinot ang Samuel Al- 

linson Gentlemen having produced 

their Excellency’s license appoint- 
jing each of them an Attorney at 
|Law in all his majesty’s courts 
lof record. ...will in this province, 
|the same were read and they took 
|the oath’s to the government and 

}made and subscribed the declara- 

| tion is appointeg by law and aiso 

|an oath truly to remain themselves 
in the practice of attorneys and 
are admitted accordingly 

, Vol. 10 Pg. 109. 

Cortland Skinner & Rich:d Stock- 
ton Esquire appointed Sergeants 
at Law. 

Whereas it has been represent- 
jed to this Court, that His Majes- 
| ty’s subjects inhabiting within this 
|province, who are possessed of 
| Entails Estates, labor under great 
| disadvantages on account of the 
|small number of persons appoint- 
|ed by this Court to pass fines or 
suffer recoveries and do other 
things necessary thereto, The 
;court taking the same into con- 
sideration do appoint Cortland 
Skinner Esq. and Richard Stock- 
ton Esq. Sergeants at Law to all 
intents for the purpose aforesaid 
with full power to act therein Ser- 
geants at Law—may and do and 
can act in such cases in any of 
His Majesty’s courts in Westmin- 
ister in Great Britian 


a 
Brearly an attorney and coup, 
lor at Law within the Proving, , 
New Jersey desired to be admit, 
ted Whereupon he took the Cathy 
and made and _ subscribed the 
Declaration pursuant to Act a 
Parliament and also an Oath tf» 
the due execution of the office y 
an attorney at Law and is here, 
admitteq to practice accordingyy 
Date 1704-1715 May 1707 Pg x 
Disbarment Thomas Gordon 
The Secretary acquainted th, 
Court that he was commanded by 
His Excellency to acquaint th. 
Chief Justice that for diver 
weighty causes he had prohibite 
Thomas Gordon from pleading j 
any of the Courts of this Proy. 
ince ... 
Ralph Ashton and James Gould: 
Mr. Ralph Ashton and yy, 
James Gould took the oaths 
Open Court as Attorneys at Lay 
in the Province of New Jersey 
And then their licenses from His 


Excellency the Governor being 
openly read they were admitted 
by the court accordingly.... 


March 31, 1725 Date 1716-1731 
Date 1787-89 Vol. 64. 
April Term 1788 Page 240 

The court having taken into 
consideration the present mode of 
conducting the Examination of 
Young Gentlemen, and others who 
apply for recommendations for 
Licenses to practice the Law in 
different places in this State, and 
being of opinion it would be for 
the public advantage to have 
some certain mode established for 
managing the same, in conformity 
to the rule sometimes since made 
for the like purpose, are pleased 
to determine that they will here- 
after annually appoint three Gen- 
tlemen of the Bar, to whom they 
will refer the Examination of all 
applicants for recommendation 
for Licenses, in presence of the 
Court, and such other Gentlemen 
of the Bar as chosed to attend 
and do direct that such applicants 
from time to time, do serve the 
order of their Court for such Ex- 
amination, on the said Gentlemen 
or such of them as are attending 
he Courts at least two days be- 
fore the Examination. 

The Court further proceeded to 





Vol. 12 Pg. 43 Year 1767 Date 

1767-1768 
David Brearly: 

David Brearly Gent: having 
produced to this court His Excel- 
lency the Governor’s license bear- 
ing date the 15th of April 1767. 


Appointing him the said David 


| the appointment of Examiners and 
| thought proper to nominate and 
|appoint messrs. Alias Boudinot, 
| Abraham Ogden and William Pat- 
terson for the year ensuing. 





UNION COUNTY 





dent of the Union County Bar As- 
sociation, announced on July 1 ap- 
| pointment of a committee to reg- 
| ister the names of lawyers who are 
not on relief but who are in need. 
Judge Waldman stated that the 
WPA has relaxed its rules, and 
will now give work on projects al- 
though the majority of applicants 
for employment are not on relief. 
Union County attorneys seeking 
work on such projects must make 
application to the newly appoint- 


Hon. Henry S. Waldman, presi- | 


the needy lawyers. 

“Second: It would allow the 
work to be done under the super- 
vision and control of the Law De- 
partment of the City of Newark, 


movement. For, obviously, to re- 
quire from a _ professional mah 
that he subscribe to a  pauper’s 
oath, and subject himself to 


port of the Committee’s chairman, 
Louis F. Stein, Jr. 

An address on the mechanics 
of passing a bill through the legis- 
lature, was given by Assemblyman 


ed committee who will approve the 
applications and send the names 
to the State Bar Association, 
through which the work will be 


neighborhood investigation as to 
his economic status must ir- 
revocably shater his morale. 
Such surveys as that recently 
released by the New York County 
Lawyers Society indicate clearly 
that the economic plight of the 
lawyers is a parlous one, and that 
immediate steps must be taken 
to remedy it. Aparently the bar 
has at last awakened to this fact 





Kraft Named Special Master. 

Wayne R. Kraft ,of Camden, has 
recently been appointed a special 
master in Chancery by Chancellor 
Campbell. 


or under one of its assistants spec- | John M. Kerner. Joseph Harrison 
ially assigned to it, so that the in- | of Newark, State Chairman of the 
terest of the tax payers would at | Junior Bar Conference spoke on 


handled. 
The committee consists of Hy- 


all times be protected from un- 
reasonable charges and expenses. 

“Third: It woulq keep the mon- 
ey within the City of Newark, 
where it rightly belongs. 

Fourth: It would have a more 
favorable reaction in the minds 
of the tax payers who would be 
defendants in these proceedings 
than if they felt that they were 
dealing with a firm of specialists 
in tax foreclosure work which may 
carry with it an innuendo of op- 
pression and unreasonable tactics.” 





man Isaac, Elizabeth, chairman; 
the various objectives of the group | Joseph O’Brien, Elizabeth; Robert 
and outlined the plans for the con- | Snevily, Westfield; Judge John 


Lyness, Plainfield and Mayor John 
Barger, Rrhway. 

A committee of the Union Coun. 
ty Bar Association attended the 
funeral of James E. Maher, Eliz- 
abeth attorney, who died July 1st. 
The funeral was held July 6. To 
the committee were named Frank 
J. Paff, chairman; Thomas Dono- 
van, Walter Flaherty, Bernard 
Steiner, Joseph O’Brien and Nich- 
olas Tomasulo. : 


|} vention of the American Bar As- 
| sociation to be held at Boston this 
| coming ‘August. 

| A letter from Judge Henry S. 
| Waldman, president of the Union 
| County Bar Association, was read, 
; commending the formation of the 
Conference, assuring its members 
| that the conference could be devel- 
oped into a unit which would prove 
of great service to both the Bar 
and the pubic. 





PLAINFIELD 

Most other professional groups 
are better organized than lawyers, 
Asa F. Randolph told the Plain- 
fielq Bar Association at its regular 
| monthly meeting. He pointed out 
| that only one-seventh of the law- 
|yers of New Jersey are members 
lof the State Bar Association. 
| Judge John W. Lyness, presi- 
| dent of the Plainfield Bar Associ- 
ation, urged lawyers to take a 
more active interest in their or- 
ganizations. He asked that mem- 
bers of the local Bar join the 
State Bar Association and attend 
more regularly the meeting of the 
local Bar Associations. Salvador 
Diana advocated integration of 
the Plainfield Union County and 
State Bar Associations. Carmen 
C. Reina urged that members read 
papers on subjects on which they 
have specialized knowledge on 
meetings of the association. 

A resolution was adopted pro- 
viding for the appointment of a 
committee to confer with the May- 
or and Common Counsel for the 
purpose of mapping out a WPA 
project for indexing municipal 
ordinances. In accordance with 
the resolution, the following com- 
mittee was appointed: Joseph I. 





Harvey Rothberg. 
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Bedell, Horace E. Bunker, Salva- 
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BE MEASURED FROM THE 
GATE EVEN THOUGH PER- 


soNS MAY GO THROUGH 
THE GATE ELSEWHERE 
THAN THE CHURCH. 

Erwin B. Hock, Deputy Com- 
missioner 
ROM: Mortimer J. Shapiro, Sen- 
jor Inspector. 
RE: The application of F. & A. 


buting Co. for Renewal of 
jena! Wholesale License for 
remises Located at 270-278 Ave- 
we E, Bayonne. 

June 26, 1936 


objec tion was filed to the ap- 








1 for renewal in the above 


ational Catholic Church, 285 | 
Avenue E, Bayonne, on the ground 
that the nearest entrance of the 
licensed premises is within two 
feet of the entrance of 
the church. Accordingly, the mat- 


sh Na 


hondread 


naured 


ter was set down for hearing on 
- 25th and testimony taken. 


by the Heart of Jesus Pol- | 
|at the substance and will not yield 


to acute legal arguments based up- 


simply uses the word “entrance” 
it must mean something different 
from the entrance to the curtilage. 

This ingenious argument over- 
looks the fact that the ruling in 
Re: AckerMan, supra, does not 





construe the word “entrance” 


DIGESTS OF 
RECENT OPINIONS 


(Continued from page 3) 





dereliction by the teacher which 


a8|may be the subject matter of a 


used in the Control Act to mean |charge against her. There is no 


entrance to the curtilage. If there 
were no fence setting off the 
church from the general walk used 
by the public, 
be inapplicable notwithstanding 
that the curtilage might extend 


that ruling would 


; arguable question presented. The 


rules to show cause will therefore 
be dismissed. 


AUTOMORBILES—Charge to Jury 
—Violaton Act 
New Jersey Supreme Court 


within two hundred feet of the | Dowbrowolski v. Hubbard 
premises sought to be licensed. It | June 26, 1936 


therefore appears that this ruling 
is not inconsistent with the strict 
legal rule of statutory interpreta- 
tion invoked by the applicant. 

(2) The suggestion that the in- 
Stant case can be peter cay eg 
from and is not governed by Re: 
Ackerman, supra, is based upon | 
the fact that alongside of the} 
church in the instant case is a| 
parish house; behind the church| 
is a storage building used in con- 
nection with the parish house as} 
well as the Church; persons de- 
siring to go either to the parish | 
house or storage house must pass 
through the gate. 

But the Commissioner will look 


| 


on thin factual distinctions de- 
signed to whittle away the stat- 
utory protectionaffordedto church- 
es by Section 76 of the Control 
Act. The physical facts as dem- 
— by 


s facts are: The church is set | | troduced in evidence clearly com- 


back some eighteen feet from the 
sidewalk. In front of the church 
are three steps, ang surrounding 
t is a fence with a hinged gate 
adjoining the sidewalk. 
tance 
ing to the entrance door of the 





The dis- | eusices 
from the bottom step lead- | f the objecting church. However, 


pels the conclusion that the en- 
trance to the church is the gate. 

Accordingly, it is concluded that 
the licensed premises as now sit- 
uated are within two hundred feet 


it is recommended that the appli- 


church to the licensed premises is | ©4tion be granted on condition that 


more than two hundred feet, but 
the distance between the licensed 
premises and the gateway is one 
hundred ninety-seven feet and sev- 


en inches. The only question is 
whether the measurement should 
properly start at the gate or 
at the bottom step. 


In Re: Ackerman, Bulletin 48, 
item 11, under a very similar set 
of facts, it was said: 

“Furthermore, the Second Re- 

formed Church is surrounded by 
a fence, and the gate leading to 
the entrance is 13 feet 5 inches 
jistant therefrom. Between the 
gate and the entrance door are 
steps elevated from the level of 
the sidewalk. Uuder these facts 
the entrance to the church, 
within the meaning of Section 
76, must be considered as the 
point at which the gate is lo- 
cated, rather than the entrance 
door. It is significant that Sec- 
tion 76 contains no mention of 
the phrase ‘entrance door’ and 
refers solely to “entrance’. The 
gate clearly separates the 
church from the walk used by 
the general public, and persons 
passing through the gate would 
be considered as entering the 
church.” 

Counsel for the applicant rec- 
ognizes the force of this 
but argues (1) that the ruling is 
erroneous and should be reversed; 
and (2) that the cases are disting- 
uishable. 

(1) The argument that the 
earlier ruling of the Commission- 
er was erroneous has been care- 
fully considered. It is based upon 
the suggestion that earlicr stat- 
utes prior to Prohibition did not 
use the unmodified word “en- 
trance to the curtilage” or “near- 


est point of the church edifice.” | 


ruling 


the licensee move the nearest en- 
trance to the licensed premises a 
sufficient distance so as to render 


the same more than two hundred 
feet from the entrance to the 
church. 





the photogaphs in-| 





Mortimer J. Shapiro 
Approved Erwin B. Hock 


through the gate elsewhere than 
the church, 
the gate is still 
trance to the 
hundred feet 


the nearest en- | 
church. The two] 
will therefore 


and schools will be protected to | 
the full limit of the 
mendation approved. 
D. Frederick Burnett 
Commissioner. 


Weekly Bath Enough 
Calif. Court Rules 


SACRAMENTO, (CCNS) 
Johnny, 13-year-old son of a di- 
vorced couple here, can get along 
with one bath a week while he’s 
living with papa, Superior Judge 
Martin I. Welsh decided. 

The Court ruled that the infre- 
quency of Johnny's ablutions was 
not sufficient reason for denying 
the father his custody during cer- 
tain periods of the year. The 
judge thought that Johnny’s habits 
in this regard could be improved 
but if papa thinks the Saturday 
night scrub is enough, That’s that. 








The fact that persons may go | 


be | 
measured from the gate. Churches | 


law. Recom- 


On appeal from Common Pleas 

Court. Affirmed. 

Theodore D. Parsons, Bernard H. 

Weiser, for appellant 
McDermott & Finegold, for res- 

pondent. 
Per Curiam: 

In an automobile accident case, 
there was a judgment for defend- 
ant. After the jury had been 
charged a juror asked what was 


| the lawful rate of speed at which 
an automobile could travel at the 


place where the accident occured. 
In response to this question, the 


| court read Article IX section 4 of 





| the Traffic Act. Counsel for plain- 


tiff requested a charge on the law 
of reckless driving. From the 
court's refusal so to charge, plain- 
tiff appeals. 

Held: The plaintiff was not en- 
titled to have section 1 of Article 
IX of the Traffic Act, concerning 
reckless driving, read to the jury. 
The section is obviously penal and 
is not intended to modify or sup- 
plant the regulations as to speed 
contained in section 4, which was 
read to the jury. 

Affirmed. R 





CARRIERS — Ice on Steps — 
Duty 

New Jersey Supreme Court 

Griffin v. Hohorst, Inc. 

June 23, 1936 

On appeal from the Common Pleas 
Court. Reversed. 

Meyer Friedman, Meyer Pesin, for 
plaintiffs-respondents. 


| Armstrong & Mullen, Thomas J. 


Armstrong, for defendants-ap- 
pellants. 


| Per Curiam 
is of no moment for | 


Plaintiff sued for injuries result- 
jing from a fall she sustained as 
she was alighting from the defend- 
ants’ bus. She alleged that the fall 
was due to defendant’s negligence 
j in permitting ice to accumulate on 
the step. There was testimony in 
the case from which it appears 
that there was an accumulation 


four inches in diameter and one- 
quarter inch thick on the step. The 
defendants introduced positive 
testimony which was not contra- 
dicteq that there was no ice on the 
step when the bus began its trip 


a verdict for plaintiff, from which 
defendants appeal. 

Held: The doctrine of res ipsa | 
loquitur does not apply to ice and | 
snow upon the steps of common 
carriers. 
not sufficient, under the circum- 
stances of this case, to raise an 
inference of negligence. There is 
no duty of continuous inspection 
which the law imposes upon 4 
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J. L. 300 at 304; Baker v. No. 
Jersey St. R. Co., 77 N. J. L. 336; 
ang Murphy v. No. Jersey St. R. 


Co., id._706. 
Reversed. 


CARRIERS — Opportunity to 

Board — Premature Starting 
New Jersey Supreme Court 
Sullivan v LaFrade 
June 26, 1936 
On appeal from the Common Pleas 

Court. Reversed. 

Alfred Brenner, for appellant. 

Charles A. Rooney, for respond- 
ents. 

Lloyd, J. 

Plaintiff sued for injuries while 
he was attempting to board a bus. 
The complaint allegeq that the bus 
started forward “in a jerky, sud- 
den, and violent manner,” while 
plaintiff was attempting to board 
it. Plaintiff was non-suited and ap- 
peals. 

Held: Although there was no 
testimony that the bus started for- 
ward in a jerky and sudden man- 
ner, there was testimony from 
which the jury might have in- 
ferred that plaintiff was one of 
three men who attempted to board 
the bus; that plaintiff was the last 
man to get on; and that when he 
was boarding the bus, and while 
the door was still open, the bus 
started and plaintiff was thrown 
to the ground. “It is as much the 
duty of a bus carrier of passengers 
to afford a reasonable opportunity 
to board the vehicle being used 
as it is its duty to properly oper- 
ate the vehicle while in motion.” 
The case should therefore have 
gone to the jury. 

Reversed. 





SMALL CAUSE COURT 
OPENED IN ESSEX COUNTY 
Max H. Klein who was recently 

elected a Justice of the Peace has 

opened a small cause court at 14 

Northfield Avenue, West Orange. 

The jurisdiction of the court ex- 

tends to Bloomfield, Belleville, 

Nutley, Roseland, Livingston, 

South Orange, and West Orange. 
The court will sit Monday, Wed- 

nesday, and Friday, including July 

and August. 
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COMMUNITY PROPERTY: 

“The Community Property Sys- 
tem and The Economic Recon- 
struction of the Family Unit: In- 
solvency and Bankruptcy” by Ben 
L. Moore. Washington Law Re- 
view, April 1936. 

“Creditor’s Rights in Commun- 
ity Property” by Frank L. Mee- 
chem. Washington Law Review, 
April 1936. 

CONFLICTS Or Law: 

“The American Law Institute 
vs. Supreme Court in the Matter 
of Haddock vs. Haddock” by Jo- 
seph W. Bingham. Cornell Law 
Quarterly, April 1936. 
CORPORATE RECEIVERSHIP: 

“The Protection of Minority 
Bondholders in Foreclosures and 
Receiverships” by Wilbur G. Katz. 
University of Chicago Law Re- 
view, June 1936. 
CORPORATE 

ATION: 

“Reorganization of Guaranteed 
Mortgages under Section 77B” by 
Herry Rodurn, United States Law 
Review, May 1936. 
CORPORATIONS: 

“Federally Owned Corporations 
and Their Legal Problems” by 
Robert H. Schnell. North Carolina 
Law Review, April, June 1936. 
JURISPRUDENCE: 

“The Law of Succession in Sov- 
iet Jurisprudence—A survey” by 
Aaron Boris Holman. Iowa Law 
Review, March 1936. 


REORGANIZ- 





Foreign Attorneys 





oe CONSULTANT 
ROSENHOUSE 
39 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
DIGBY '4-0340 


Miami Office Long Maintained 
11 Years Active Florida Practitioner 


Civil & Criminal Services 
Available to Lawyers Only. 











Lorenzo J. Roel 


MEXICAN LAWYER 
TO MEXICAN CONSULATE 


149 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
Tel. BArclay 7-4797 




















Searches in Supreme Court 
and U. S. Court. 


Abstracts of Chancery Pro- 
ceedings 


Certificates of Regularity 





of ice and snow between three and | 


a few minutes earlier. There was | 
Their mere presence is | 


common carrier. Hunter v. Public | 
Service Railway Company, 105 N. | 


PHOTOSTATS 


We are equipped to render you quick, efficient service on 
all your photostat requirements 


BURPO COMPANY 





THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE 
& ABSTRACT CO. 


Prompt and Accurate Service 


Offices: Trenton Trust Bldg., Trenton, N. J. 


Telephone Trenton 8439 
National Newark & Essex Bidg., Newark, N. J. 
Telephone MArket 3-2200 


Abstracts of U. S. Court Pro- 
ceedings 

Miscellaneous Information and 
Forms 

Certificates 
Sanding 


as to Corporate 














| _— 





| >. 








a is TITLE 


A> 


| INSURANE 


\ at oF NEW: JERSEY 
Pe — 


‘on BROAD St/ NEWARK, NJ 




















4 Ba 
































Index Page 230 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JULY 9, 1936 











—T = 




















What is— 


dition and conduct in connection] New J ! ’ 
with his failure to itisfy his} nn County 
judgments. With this information] py); v. Eg ible Life I r I 


from 

it, the court would have little dif-| State 

ficulty in il ( Li B 

justice. i to a 
The dt eall For the D 


an impartial source before 
rendering subst 


Court 


empowere 


summarily with judgment debtor } I Ma i 
released from all technical consi } J I 

erations, and undeceived by pre ( 

vailing tricks and leceptions 

could determine forthwith the pa 

ments the debtor could make wit) < ( 


out pauperizing himself and fan Rule t 3} e why a 

ily, and require him to make them] new ty) t ¢ t l 
to purge himself of his contempt ! 

Not only in the 
and suspicious nn ‘ . ; 
tiin with his assets, but the activ test 17 
ities of friends and relatives ving that 

on his behalf would be subject t 

the closest 
any falsehoog or evasion w ew 
subject the offender to immediat f $420.00 


his 


judicial scrutiny and i} : henefit ER RR 


and severe penalty and punish-} peca wi 

ment for contempt Where the 

debtor had no existing assets, he | p) 

would be required to repor 

promptly any improve t in his| y r 

financial condition and to ippea 

periodically for examination to sabled by disease sir t St 
disclose the efforts h: iking 

to satisfy the judgment. This sys 

tem would not work any unsocial V 

or demoralizing hardship to thé y work f sation nd 
debtor as the court would be a fina ! In ( 

zealous in protecting t honest! a a 


but unfortunate debt fror 1 . iim w 


warranted harassment and priva : tv benefits ! tiff 





practi ul i 
is simple, direct and dignified. It fendant entered January 16th 
is a ready means 
the present, wasteful, chaoti 
dition that now prevails under our | Court Commissioner, requiring the 


tion, as it would be firm in com-] s} was ent g 
pelling the recalcitrant debtor t iling t 
meet his just obligations. It would | ] ndant der 
however, make judgments vit-] or ever was 
al, vigorous acts of justice rather 
than the moribund gestures they | with t provis 
are too often now. The debtor | The case wa 
could ignore their fulfillment only | 7th, Sth at ith, 193% 
at his peril. returned a_ verdict 
This reform is based up , plaintiff ar f 
feeble originality fraught with un-| fendan t \ ; r 
certainties, but on the long tested uuse of a Pos vas s S 
experience of equity It] January 10t f N 


of 


execution. On the fulfillment of} rule should not be made settir 
the judgments of duly constituted | aside the verdict and granting a 
courts must largely rest the true] new tr The ru f 19t 

administration of 

time has come when the bar must f plaintiff in which it is st 
act to this end, by obtaining some | that since the trial she has dis 


justice 


effective means of enforcing the | ered new evidence which will pr s 
judgments obtained through its| ably change t result pr 


new trial is granted she 


efforts, along these lines 
Bar The defendant contends the 


(Reprinted from American 
Association Journal) 


at the 


tior 


con- | signed by me, sittir ;a Suprem Justi 


trial judge is without jurisdiction | leged expert, who zsakes accord- | 























: : ? : tae | cams 
~Modernize The | ( D 2 to entertain this application. I do | ing to the plaintiff a somewhat 
; urrent €cisions not think so. Rules 122 and 123) different diagnosis and prognosis F R Ss LE 
: } +i 
Process For Enforce- f the Supreme Court specifically her condition. If the plainti O A 
ee _ A iit . Apert iit VUTL =} ~~ ‘ - : 
was not satisfied with the testi- i 
ment Of Judgment (Continued fr page 1 such power to the trial judge. = ev “ : oo bg trial. she N. J. Law Repts. 
—— ation eS! hp  s oe ae me he a iene . . ae ‘ Vols. 1 to 47 inc! 
J | ¢ N or aN. 2. ty. He. \O- 1! could have submitteq herself for : i 
(Continued from page 2) } corre hat fendant, | A p 15; O'Donnell | tion to others, includin a oe ae. 
— : _ oe ru } fio; O Donnell) examination to others, gp ding Vols. 1 to 40 incl 
iSt fil he re 1 - Jeustaedte lain is in 
d ont ved nee ; | vs. Laggren Bros. Co., In 111| Dr. Neustaedter. Plainti ae all in new buckram binding 
judgment would be required, after | at the same time he was prohib-| I 1g somewhat straitened financial cir- 100.00 CASH 
| 4 t aa s ’ AS 
@ reasonable lapse of time, to | jted y th ’ i t f a On t tria f the case two doc-| cumstances and not able to spend 
} ial of th se tv c : 
show cause why he should not be | iemeanor if h i f ne re-| + ea ed on be i) the de-| money for experts, but this is not i my . 
y mi i | ified benall of - 4€- | ge: a isis’ Nhe: dadonaiell ] he f lood Cy e 
deemed in contempt of court fo: | port I 7 nce which is| 2 reason for the ourt to consid 159 N. MICH. AV] 
T t , nt apr er on this motion. If a new trial oes “anna 
his failure to satisfy it The ma- I do not think that $3 can , I appiica- . : ; ‘ ; Chicago. II]. 
tent t Ir pin- | 1 is f another physicia was granted and plaintiff again i) 
i “@ ire » 2 system le inten f r law I ny pin- | : s , DHYysiclan : i =e 
chinery required by this systen ge . , : who analyzes th. | was unsuccessful, on the theory —.. 
aud the mode of its operation | 10" ¥ | analyzes the | Nivanced for a new trial by. the | 
: | € ve and suDd- ” - . = . ad 
f, » largely determine by rr ee ee aT es —. 
] would be largely termined by tiff. as a resul laintiff, she might then go t oth | 
| née ota - + 8 as | , , - » 
| the requirements if the differen! » th ' ’ he plaintiff is| eT Physicians, who might diag- | D oan oe D 
= | . ey mn iiffor ay eee OFF 5 BPURNIIDURE 
icti : th truct f . ‘ fram incinient ReseAcw’s yse her condition differently from e 6 
} jurisdictions and the structure if | ' ise to rs and re- | g fror ipient Basedow’s wae oni mnths temtile BOUGHT—SOLD 
: ; ; P hy reas there. nat already dor ana see notn- : 
their judicial systems In some it i y rea there 4 ; fe oe E EXCHANGED 
| " s acited from follow- new trial on that testimony. A ; See 
a sete to have th } 1inf vatior The r re such as this would make S seinen 
debtor appear before the judge in | , + aninenan toi Dr Neo litigation endless and interminable Merchandise b a 
whose court the judgment was |! . ‘ eee Fe ind referred There would be no finality to it K 
, i la . i . oe a f the opinion that the pres- Chairs - Tables - Files 
rendered, in others the volume of : 1intiff ¢t the efenda ) t ilars . A Soames ee ee ee Oc Bookcases - Used Karcdexes 
; A + ¢ $ nt testimony, the basis for the ap- S Typewriters-Office Ma 1€5- 
business of the court ight r he =. | ul wi S i he trial - ; aa Leather Suits and Pieces 
‘ hem applied the words | ! , 
quire it to ad signate t po il ¢ y stat + the rial writk , +48 Broaaw 
> ¢ . ndition | 10r presentation at the trial, with Na , 2road 
part, or referees and commission- gts, esata ep as e diligence. I am further of than’s (Nr. Prince) N.¥.C 
R S st / Was laker ‘ dita i 7 “ks Established 59 Years. CAnal 350 
ers for this important purpose e t ¢ the pinion that the evidence is 
In any case, the system should Theref se et . s} 5 That test ative. The plaintiff contend- : - —_—__—_—_——_— — 
be implemented with a « mpetent D . staedter it Sn was wholly, total OFFICE FURNITURE 
r rry nentiv dis ylec fr rr “ 
Staff of investigators to furnish e p f 3 suffering | @4G4@ PS Matentty lisabled from NEW & USED 
t se and was unable to engage BOUGHT — SOLD — E) NGEI 
the court with a comprehensive | NEW TRIAL — Newly Discovered eas while ase and wa ee 5 D — EXCHANGED 
i : th t f of n any occupation or perform any J. SCHONFELD, Inc. 
picture of the debtor's actual cor ai Evidence alf fr the e- t i 


, , work for compensation of financial 402 Broadway, N. Y¥ 
she was and is not iho cccea . re Establish 
ralue. The defense was th she , : 

> — he defense was that The House That Never Disapy 


C.—CAnal 6-1381¢ 


ed 1904 

















































































































— vas not incapacitated. The test- 
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. , nv 7 Tuestaedt y rs z 
Courts as| imony of Dr. Nuestaedter would Laboratories 
. ' oes » order| Only corroborate that offered by 
tiff ta } a ei ther physicians on behalf of Chemists Microscopists 
. 2 A ) € Lae #1 Lied - 
y tr . : ' t plain tiff at the time of the TT 
I ey Ly S¢ V- . 1e 
f trial even though he called her ‘ 
e of such a| . a It CLINICAL LABORATOR) 
t ' mdition by another name . y ; 
r : probably | ‘ eo : 31 Lincoln Park, 
P «a> trian) | Would, therefore, be only cumula 
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scovere P} ne MArket 2 ha 
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€ iALIVE. | 
ae to withhold available | | The Clinton 
A s ny taker pe pags ay} m 
: it and then if the result |! — } 
not satis if , Stationery Co. | 
t vould t f u trial was adverse, resort | Mart S. Escoffier 
would YT: a" rtin « scoftfier 
ro tic ¢ n ot St nery, Printing, Law Blanks 
. ; ew st »b- Et Greetir rds — Blank 
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I Co. vs. Nichols _ ts = 
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fankruptcies 


Robert E. (Salesman) 
St., Hillside; liab $2, 
sssets $5,000; vol; refr 

ir Israel L. Randolph 






































































- Repts. St., Nrk. 6-30 
40 inc! Jacob (Grocer) 683 
Ckram | hdir Av., Grantwood; all; 
a an Ir Sidney Silver, 972 
CASH Nrk; Rule re’ble July 
al ‘ 
bod Co MANUFACTURING 
oH. AVE Mfg. electrical sup- 
o, Il] 5-645 N. Third St., Nrk; 
‘ creds—Nat’l Electric 
Sorp. $957.06; Gener- 
1 Wire Co., $340.53; 
” Mfe. Co., $450.60: invol;: 
»s Selenfriend, Sokobin & 
# 11 Commerce St., Nrk. 6- 
MANGO » N James (Shoe Maker) 
Brunswick Av., Trenton; 
0% Savir , 5.09; assets—none; vol; 
© hou f ins; solr Geo. Pellet- 
our sp om 21 nton Tr. Bldg., Tren- 
oon K Files . Donald, t'a Don’s Con- 
~Office Macs y, 462 Amboy Av. 
its and Pieces nboy; liab $642.67; as- 
— 72; vol; refr Weelans 
Baws wir David Pliskin, 214 Smith 
Prince) N.¥.¢ s¢ Perth Amboy. 7-1 
* CAnal 6-059 1 SORDO, Harry, t!a Del Sor- 
caer Sa (Beautician) 105 War 
oe t Pl. & 393 Main St., E 
-NITURE liab $5,920.83: assets 
SED ne 1; refr Porter: solr F 
- EXCH ANGED D.M ci, 744 Broad St Nrk 
we inc. rE} Lewis (Theatre Owner 
=e é 434 Ter ufly Road. Tenafly: liab 
© Disappoint $48,671 80; ; aavete _—~ vol] 
re[r mshaw; solr embe & 
a Dem 541 Bdwy., Bayonne 
ies *9 : 
Reseen EN YELLES Lewis (Chauf 
Opists fur) 284 Watchung Av. Or 
nge: liab $2,486 ts ; 
] fr Porter: s 
RATOR\ 810 Broag St . 
irk, Willia 10m 
J s an) 229 Neth od Av 
. P liab $4,921: assets 
a $68 refr Porter: solr Le: 
“s N th. 60 Park Pl., Nrk. 7-1 
idles INOGHUE, Cornelius J. (Butch- 
‘79 | 138 Dewey St., Nrk; lial 
$7476.02: assets $547.70: vol 
nm r Porte solr Lawrence E 
~ 228 Washington Av 
~O. | Belleville. 7-1 2 
ier | [DORNBUSCH 
299 Cl 
$405.799.66: 
r Porter; 
17 
Z LO, John K r) 26 
v am St Map lia? 
g 18.69: ssets 
Porter: solr Joh 
Strahar, 79 Halsey St 
FE} FF, Maurice O st 
289 Grove St., Jersey City: liab 
$41,066.63; assets $26,380: vol: 
* Grim 7; solr Maurice M 
i Pl wes 
hop 
FREY, George A., 4421 Winchester 
95 ) v., Atl. City: liab $11,117.41 
sets $100 vol: 
lr John Rauff 
NG hwehm Blidg., Atl 
USHKKIN, Henry 
Manager 18 Lvons 
a ab «=6$531,169.40 
ol; refr Porter ‘ 
Handler, 790 Broad 
| §-27 
— ELLER, Joseph (Clerk) 721 An- 
| lerson St., Trenton: liab $1,844 
54; assets—none: vol: refr Weel- 
| ins; solr Jos. D. Kaplan. Amer 
Mech. Bldg., Trenton. 7-1 
KELLY, Harold Lee (Accountant 
399 Lincoln Av., Orange: lial 
$3,607.55: assets $697.50: vol 
| refr Porter; solr Sidney Lip- 
stein, 24 Commerce St., Nrk. 6 
(as 
| KENNELLY, Ralph V. (Clerk 
f 543 Valley Road. Montclair: liab 
: $12,434.09: assets $100: vol; refr 
Porter; solr. P. Henry Strazza 
Wellmont Bldg., Montclair. 6-30 
°@° LAKE COAL CO., INC., 385 N 
Brunswick Av., Perth Amboy; 
. liab $123,364.17; assets $143,237 
- 17: vol: refr Weelans: solr Pat- 
| ten & Patten, 313 State St., 
Perth Amboy. 7-1 
~~ > MITCHELL, William LeRoy (Au- 
tomobile Mechanic) 213 Grove 
St., Elizabeth; liab $452.08; as- 
sets—none; vol; refr Porter; 









solr Louis G. Zellner, 125 Broad 
St., Eliz. 6-27 
MOSES, Kenneth Ramsdell (Sales- 





| 


man) 61 Cleveland St., Orange; 


liab $8,525.93; assets $6,200; v 
refr Porter; solr Farkas & Sa 


ol; 
m- 


uels, 11 Commerce St., Nrk. 7-1} 


NEEDHAM, Benjamin F. 
(Salesman) 
Bloomfield; liab $79,204.55; 
sets $520.50; vol: refr Port 
solr A. Kenneth Dougall, 
Raymond Blvd., Nrk. 7-2 


NIMAROFF, Morris (Builder) 57 


Springfield Av., Nrk; liab $4 
037; assets $50; vol; refr P 
ter; 
merce St., Nrk. 6-30 


ROTHSCHILD, Leo, t'a 


F. 


134 Orchard St.,| 


as- | 
er; 


1170 | 


2 
08, | 
or- 


solr Benj. Eber, 24 Com-} 
Omaha 


Beef Co. 8114 Clinton Pl., Nrk: | 














terial used in its business in the 
City of Jersey City | 

One of petitioner's products is 
solidified rum, known as “Rumi- | 
dor” ac- | 


useq for humidifying tob 


| sodium 


co, cigarettes and cigars. Rumidor 
is made from old rum which is 
purchased and processed as fol- 
lows: heated in a steam jacketed 
kettle, with a solution of steric 
acid, and a caustic soda added, 
thereby producing a chemical re- 
action and a product known as 
sterate, which solidifies 
when cooled, and is then cut into 
sizes for commercial purposes. 
The company produces gin by 
distilling alcohol and passing the 
vapors through berries, to extract 


















liab $918.35; assets $840.46: vol: | their flavor. As the gin is too 
refr Porter; solr Peer & Mahr, | high in proof for commercial pur- 
744 Broad St., Nrk. 6-27 ; 130431) . oe ee 
SCHLEGEL. Andrew George. Jr, | PoSeS. distilled water is added to 
& Raymond Ambrose Glennon, | reduce it to a proper degree for 
tla Schlegel & Glennon, 185] such purposes. This water is dis- 
Central Av. E. Orange; no sched- | tilled by appellant 
. ort . ly oh. 7 
ules filed; refr Porter; solr Ro | Appellant also produces blended 
ert E. Kiernan, 1060 Broad St the , 
Nrk. 6-30 | whisky, the process of which con- | 
SCHOENER,. Charles G. (Labor-] sists of adding alcohol and dis- 
: 
er) Mantau Twnship, Gloucester] tilleq water to whiskeys of various | 
7 bene s 4 Lod -=oO- mPel « . ‘ 
County; liab $5,674.59: assets! kinds. thereby reducing the proof. 
$150: vol: refr Gaskill: solr} q, + ided and the 
ce Sh » is then added and the 
Laurance L. Crispin, 44 Cooper 2 — « “i > 
St.. Woodbury. 7-2 } sol laced in wooden barrels | 
SIEGLER, Sydney S. (Salesman)| to age or stored in a steam heat 
116 W. State St.. Trenton: liabheq aging room. When the whiskey 
$65.043.58: assets—none; vol 5 . 
; sees —* ‘*| has had an opportunity of what is 
refr Weelans: solr Alex Budson,! |” PP’ marae seed 
Trenton. 6-30 termed “marrying”, it is removed 
SORGIE, Charles S. tia Sorgic m the barrels and filtered. Spec- 
Monumental Works, 924 Eliza- ypes of machines and paper 
heth Av i t iab § ‘ 
heth Av., Elizabeth: liab $148.) are useq for the filtration process 
574.82; assets $775: vol: refr/| _. eH aie : 
Porter: solr Nicholas A. Tomas-| The Product is then bottled and is 
ulo, 23 Westfield Av., Roselle} ready for sale. The whiskey and | 
Park. 6-30 alcohol used are purchased and 
WOLFLE, Max (Driver) 3 Vree-| sre not manufactured by appel- 
land Pl.. Jersey City: liab $3 ‘ont ; 
528.12: assets $200: vol; refr| 2" 
Grimshaw; solr David A. Nim Appellant also produces cordials 
mo, 75 Montgomery St., J. C.| by adding sugar and syrup and a 
74 : 
ZURLA, Marius (Restaurant man-| ©!oring matter to fruit or fruit 
ager) 258 Boulevard. New Mil-| ©xtracts Certain cordials, like 
ford: liab $67,889.09: assets| rock and rye, have whiskey added. 
$400: vol; refr Grimshaw; solr| The mixture is subjected to vari- 
hs i 1 57 Ber- 
Abraham Lieberman, 657 Ber ; processes, depending upon the 
genline Av., Union City. 6-30 ‘ atte 
seal ek acai type of cordial to be produced 
The cordials are sold under var- 
State Board of ious trade names. Another product 
produced by appellant is “Rum-o 
Tax Appeals|**"*"™ °° 
_ pI : The major portion of appellant's 
—_—_ isiness is the production of gin; 
TAXATION — Exemption — Man-/ the blending of whiskey consti- 
facturing Purposes Distilling— | tutes the smallest part. The bot- 
State Board of Tax Appeals. | tles, cap screws, labels and various 
Distillers Products Corporation v.| other accessories for packing and 
State Tax Commissioner shipping its products are pur- 
In the matter of the appeals of ; chased 
Distillers Products Corporation| Its employees sist of eight 
> action of the State Tax| men and seventeen women, de- 
Com sioner, assessing State} pending upon business conditions 
franchise taxes for the years 1934] The equipment consists of copper 
and 1935 upon its capital stock nd steel kettles, stills reducing 
and denying exemption on the| tanks, rinsing and filling machines 
ground that appellant is not en-| perforating machines for labels, } 
caged in manufacturing labelling machines, stenciling ma- | 
For Appellant, Milton M. Unger chines and miscellaneous small 
Esq., by David E. Sobo, Esq nachines used in and about the! 
For Respondent, Hon. David T.| Plant. On January 1, 1934, and 
Wilentz, Attorney General, by| January 1, 1935, the assessing 
John Solan. Esq., Deputy At-| dates, the plant was in full oper- 
torney General ation 
November 12, 1935 In the case of Commonwealth v. 
WEAVER, President: The State | oaeanemeamns - 
Tax Commissioner levie ichise N J 
1 mmissioner levied franchi ew Jersey 
ixes for the years 1934 and 1935 
upon the capital stock of appel- | LEG AT, BL ANKS 
: 0 i P t s 
lant, a New Jersey corporation | sv! ‘iio . 
engaged in the production of var- PUBLISHED BY 
ious alcoholic products. All of its Si . k Ch 
capital stock is invested in ma- innicKson ew 
chinery, equipment and raw ma- & Sons, Co. 


37 No. Third Street 
CAMDEN, NEW JERSEY 


CATALOGUE ON REQUEST 


Sunbeam Water Co. (130 A. 405, 
406; 284 Penna. 180), it was held 
that distillation of water to 
cleanse it of impurities is not 
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Index Page 281 
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all artificial products of human 
industry, nearly all such mater- 
ials as have acquired, changed 
(Continued on page 8 col 2) 











manufacturing. The proofs show | —— 
that this is a negligible portion TITLE SEARCHERS 
udronar. . Serengca ARE YOU IN A JAM 
Respecting other activities of 
lappellant, the Board is of the to get that search out? 
You get prompt reliable ser- 


opinion that it is engaged in man- 
ufacturing within the meaning of 
statute. Appellant produces 
new and different articles with 


the 


vice from our members 
TITLE ABSTRACTORS ASSN, 





distinctive characters and uses, its | 


Atlantic County 





products. serve different purposes | 
and have qualities enabling them 
a demand which the raw 





to meet 
materials do not and cannot meet 
See the opinions of this Board in 


| Harry Weinstein & Son v. State 
Tax Commissioner, 57 N. J. L. J. 


EXPERIENCED 
JAMES F. McNAMARA 
TITLE EXAMINER 
Mays Landing, N. J. Phone 118 


Member Title Abstractors Ass’n 
of N ° 





and Newark Sawdust Refiner- 


Camden County 





461 
ies. Inc. v. State Tax Commission- 
er, 57 N. J. L. J. 464 


In Ellis v. State, (Ind.) 154 N 
489. 490, the court said | 
“The word ‘manufacture’ | 


E 





| means not only produce or cre 


ate, but covers as well active ef- | 
| } 
| forts means 


employed to 


At Your Service 
TITLE ABSTRACT COMPANY 
Clinton I. Evans, Pres. 
S. W. cor. 6th and Cooper Sts. 
Camden, N. J. Phone Camden 5560 


Member of Title Abstractors 
Association of New Jersey 





and 


make liquor, and manufacture 


Cumberland County 





may be by fermentation as well | 


as by distillation.” 


Phone 247 


Charles J. Williams 


Sheffer Bldg., Vineland, N. J. 





Monmonth County 





In Ballard v. Hammond Coca 
| Cola Zottling Co., 85 So 597, 147 
| La. 580, the court said: 
“A company which bought 
| Coca Cola syrup in crude form, 
to which it added water, gas 
| and sugar, then citric acid, or 
fruit acid extract, vegetable or 
fruit color making finished 
| products which are known on 

the market as. bottled soda 


water and coca cola held a man- 


FREEHOLD 128 


998 
CHARETTE B. HORSTER 
Title Examiner 
12 WEST MAIN STREET 
.FREEHOLD, N. J. 





118 La. 685 (quoting and adopting 


definition in City of New Orleans 


ufacturer of, and not a whole 

sale dealer in, such drinks.” 

In State v. G. H. Tichenor An- | _ 
tiseptic Co., 43 South, 277, 278, 





THOS W. MAHAR 
Title Offices 


. 
- 


5 West Main Street, Freehold, N. 
EMPLOYEES 
PHONE 647 


FOUR EXPERIENCED 





Morris County 








SIMON KASDIN 
TITLE EXAMINER 
10 Park Place, Morristown, N. J, 
MOrristown 4-0323 


Member Title Abstractors Assoctation 
of New Jersey 





Ocean County 








v. LeBlanc, 34 La. Ann. 596; City 
of New Orleans v. Ernst, 35 La 
Ann. 746; quoting Carlin v. West 
ern Assurance Co. of Toronto, 57 
Md. 526, 40 Am. Rep. 440) the 
ourt said: 

A ‘manufacturer’ is one who 
} gives new shapes, new qualities, 
| new combinations, to matter 
| which has already gone through 
some artificial process, nearly 
| — 
| Somerset County 

L. M. HARTSHORN 


EXAMINER 
Somerville, N. 


TITLE 


Telephone 130 J. 


YEARS EXPERIENCE 











CENTRAL JERSEY 
TITLE COMPANY 


TOMS RIVER, N. 4. 








Pr t af Title Abstractors Ass’n 
of New Jersey Phone 1364 
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MILTO 


N D. NEUMAN 


COUNSELLOR-AT-LAW 


586 Newark Avenue 


Jersey City, N. J. 


Journal Square 2-4623 


INTELLIGENT TITLE EXAMINATION 


FOR THE PROFES- 


SION ANYWHERE IN NEW JERSEY 



































PARRISH & READ, Inc 


130 FEDERAL STREET 





CAmden 2709 
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LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY—BLUE PRINTS 


CAMDEN, N. 4. 





Bell Phone: 


There 
work, but, with our unassailable 
performance, and accuracy of 
most APPELLATE printers in the Sta 





style, 


be mailed out the same day. 


OFFICIAL APPELLATE PRINTERS 


to more than 2000 Attorneys 


i. F. Huntzinger Co., Inc. 


Since 1902 
119 FEDERAL STREET, CAMDEN, N. J. 


mad 
amd 


are other printers—possibly 
reputation 
we 


Service: You mail your copy for Brief in the afternoon, we receive 
it next morning, and the books, expe 
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aren eeenritereeennmeisiiilita 


PRINTERS | 


en 1249 or 99 





cheaper—who advertise law 
for quality, efficiency of 
believe that we are the fore- 
te of New Jersey. 


rtly proof-read and printed, can 








State and United 


We are thoroughly familiar with the rules of all 


States Courts. 
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Summer Schedule 





CIRCUIT MOTION DAYS 
Jaly 10, Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey. 
July 28, Hon. John C. Barbour. 
SOMERVILLE DISTRICT COURT 
Judge Pope will sit for the trial 
of causes without a jury July 8th, 
July 22nd, August 5th and August 
19th, 1936. Jury trials, if any, will 
be heard July 9th, July 23rd, Aug- 
ust 6th and August 20th. Return 
days July 8th, July 22nd, August 
5th and August 19th. 


Current Decisions 


(Continued from page 6) 





not have been presented at the 
trial by the exercise of ordinary 
Giligence.” Numerous cases were 
cited by the Chief Justice, follow- 
ing which he said “These early 
cases and ancient common law au- 
thorities are purposely cited to 
make manifest for how long the 
rule enunciated has been followed 
To adopt the appellant's view 
would undermine the whole system 
of practice in this particular that 
has obtained from earliest times. 
There is nothing in this case to 
show that the testimony obtained 
on deposition was not available 
previous to trial. That the very 
opposite is true is manifest. It is 
sound jurisprudence and _ public 
policy as well that there be a final- 
ity to judgments anq that a verd- 
ict rendered after a full and fair 
hearing, both sides having ample 
opportunity to present all the evi- 
dence, should not be lightly dis- 
turbed”’. 

The evidence taken under the 
rule, and which is made the basis 
for the present application, is evi- 
dence which the plaintiff feels, if 
presented, would have more weight 
than the evidence which was pro- 
duced at the trial. In Jessup vs 
Cook, 6 N. J. L. 434, the Court 
said “It would be introducing a 
new rule and establishing an ex- 
tremely bad precedent to set aside 
a verdict and grant a new trial 
because one party has since discov- 
ered evidence which hethinks entit- 
led to more weight than any which 
he had produced at the trial.” Ev- 
idence such as is sought to be used 
is additional evidence to that al- 
ready given to fortify a point 
which has already been tried in 
order to make it stronger. This 
has been repeatedly refused as any 
ground for a new trial. Den vs. 
Wintermute, 13 N. J. L. 177. 

Counsel for the plaintiff says 
that the Court should exercise 
under all of the circumstances, its 
discretion and grant a new trial. 
When a motion is directed to the 
sound discretion of the Court, that 
discretion would be abused if it 
violated settleq principles of law 
State vs. Vandervere, 25 N. J. L., 
p. 669; State vs. Potter, 83 N. J. 
L. p. 428 

While sympathetic with the 
plaintiff, I can find no grounds 
which would allow me under the 
cases and the established law of 
this State, to grant a new trial. 
The Rule will be discharged and an 
order to that effect may be pre- 
sented. 

“COMMON LAW MARRIAGES” 
AVAILABLE 

“Common Law Marriages,” the 
article which appeared serially in 
the New Jersey Law Journal, is 
now available for distribution in 
booklet form. Persons desiring to 
secure this booklet should mail 
their requests to the New Jersey 
Law Journal Publishing Company, 
24 Edison Place, Newark, New 
Jersey, and enclose ten cents in 
etamps or coin. 
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conditions or new and specific 
combinations, whether from the 
direct action of the human hand, 
from chemical processes de- 
rived and directed by human 
skill by the employment of ma- 
chinery, * * * are now com- 
monly designated as ‘manufac- 
ture’. The Century Dictionary 
defines ‘manufacture’ as ‘the 
production of articles for use 
from raw or unprepared mater- 
ials, by giving these materials 
new forms, qualities, proper- 
ties, or combinations whether 
by manual labor or machinery’ 
Under these definitions one who, 
by extracting medicinal proper- 
ties from various drugs and 
making a cheMical combination 
in which the ingredients lose 
their identity, creates a distinct 
product, which for years is of- 
fered to, and accepted by the 
public for distinct uses, may be 
regarded as a ‘manufacturer’ ”’. 
In the case of Murphy v. Arn- 
son, 96 U. S. 131, 134, 24 L. Ed. 
773, the court said: 

“Where the manipulation of 
fluids and the materials biend- 
ing with each other form a un- 
ion, it is as much a manufacture 
as where materials are mechan- 
ically joined together. The var- 
ious nostrums vended all over 
the land are manufactures 
Beer may well be said to be 
manufactured from malt and 
other ingredients, whiskey from 
corn, or cider from apples. The 
fact that the identity of the or- 
iginal article or aricles is lost, 
and that a new form or a new 
character is assumed, is not ma- 
terial in determining whether, 
within the popular idea, the ar- 
ticle in question is a ‘manufac- 
ture’ from its original elements. 
Nitrobenzole is a manufacture 
from benzole and nitrate acid."’ 


In Block v. Lewis, 5 Ohio Dec. 
370, 5 Ohio, N. P. 392, the court 
said: 


“Blends are liquors produced 
by the union of several liquors 
of a high quality.” 

Appellant's assessment of fran- 
chise taxes for the year 1934 was 
made pursuant to P. L. 1933, 
Chapter 264, page 707. Under that 
act, the taxes are imposed not lat- 
er than the first Monday in Aug- 
ust 

P. L. 
provides: 

“Within one year from the 
date of the assessing of any tax 
levied under the provisions of an 
act a supplement of which this 
act is amendatory, a corpora- 
tion, who shall consider the tax 
excessive or otherwise unjust, 
may make application to the 
State Board of Taxes and As- 
sessment for a review of the as- 
sessment and a readjustment of 
the tax; © © °.” 

On June 7, 1935, appellant made 
payment of the 1984 tax assessed 
and did not file its petition of ap- 
peal until August 27, 1935, which 
was more than one year from the 


1923, page 88, expressly 
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date of imposing the tax. The 
Board is without jurisdiction to re- 
view the assessment for the year 
1934. See The North American 
Company v. State Board of Taxes 
and Assessment, 55 N. J. L. J. 84. 

The action of the State Tax 
Commission in assessing to appel- 
lant a franchise tax for the year 
1935 is reversed. 





TAXATION — Motor fuel Tax — 
Operating Buses. 

Manhattan Transit Company v. J. 
H. Thayer Martin, State Tax 
Commissioner, 

In the matter of the appeal of 
Manhattan Transit Company from 
the action of the State Tax De- 
partment in assessing motor fuel 
tax for gasoline used in operating 
auto buses. 

For Appellani, George M. Eichler, 
Esq. 

For Respondent, Daviq T. Wilentz, 
Esq., Attorney General, by Har- 
ry Walsh, Esq., Assistant At- 
torney General. 

December 10, 1936 
WEAVER, President: Since the 

year 1925, the Manhattan Transit 

Company has operated a bus route 

commencing in Paterson, extend- 

ing through the municipalities of 

Garfield, Little Ferry, Ridgefield, 

Fairview, Clifton, Lodi, North 

Bergen and Weehawken, and ter- 

minating in New York City. The 

buses pick up and discharge pas- 
sengers in the various municipali- 
ties along the route. The company 
has no consent from the Public 

Utility Commission to operate its 

bus route, or no written municipal 

consents to operate through any 
of the said municipalities in New 

Jersey. It is paying to the mun- 

icipalities of Garfield, Little Ferry, 

Ridgefield, Fairview and Weehaw- 

ken, a sum equal to 5% of the pro- 

portion of the gross receipts of 
the business of its auto buses as 
the length of the route in each of 
those municipalities bears to the 
whole route, claiming that the 
payments are municipal franchise 

taxes, pursuant to P. L. 1926 

Chapter 144. 

Pursuant to Chapter 357, Laws 
of 1931, the State Tax Depart- 
ment levied a motor fuel tax of 
$6,682.62 on the gasoline used in 
operating the auto buses over said 
route from May 1, 1933, to March 
21, 1935. Appellant claims that it 
is exempt from the payment of 
this tax because it pays a munici- 
pal franchise tax upon its gross 
receipts. 

Chapter 334, P. L. 1927, as 
amended by Chapter 173, P. L. 
1934, exempts from payment of 
motor fuel tax auto buses com- 
monly called “jitneys” which pay 
a municipal franchise tax on their 
gross receipts. 

To determine the buses which 
pay or are required to pay a mun- 
icipal or franchise tax, we must 
refer to the act concerning auto 
buses, commonly known as the 
Kates Act, P. L. 1916, p. 283, as 
amended by P. L. 1926, p. 219. 
Section 2 of that act requires that 
the owners of buses falling within 
its purview obtain consents from 
the municipalities through which 
they operate. By Section 3, the 





owners and operators are required 
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to pay a franchise tax to the mun- 
icipality, based upon gross re- 
ceipts. 

In Town of Guttenberg v. Ben- 
jamin, 139 A. 823, 6 M. 42, the 
Supreme Court said: 

“The mere fact, that it is con- 
ceded, in the agreed state of the 
case, that the appellant made 
no application to the town of 
Guttenberg for a permit to oper- 
ate a bus through the said town, 
and that no permit was granted 
by the town of Guttenberg to 
the appellant to operate a bus 
within its limits, does not pre- 
clude a presumption arising 
from the fact that the bus hav- 
ing been operated for a long per- 
iod of time through the town 
of Guttenberg’s public streets, 
without objection, on its part, 
that the said town consented to 
such operation. The very cir- 
cumstance that the town had in- 
stituted no proceedings against 
the appellant to operate his bus, 
for a violation of the law under 
section 5 of the act, gives rise 

to inference that the operation 
of the bus was not against the 


town’s permission or consent. 





The burden was upon the appel- 
lant to establish that the oper- 
ation of the bus came within 
the proviso. This he has failed 
to do.” 

The fact that appellant has op- 
erated its route for nearly ten 
and has paid a municipal 
franchise tax to several of the 
municipalities through which it 
operates, gives rise to the infer- 
ence that the buses were operated 
through these municipalities with 
their consent, thereby bringing the 
appellant within the provisions of 
the Auto Bus Act 

The Board finds that appellant 
pays a municipal franchise tax 
under the provisions of that act, 
and is therefore exempt from the 
payment of gasoline taxes 

The assessment is set aside 


years 





Norcia Associates With Glassner 


Joseph G. Norcia has become 
associated with Richard M. Glass- 





ner in the general practice of law | 


in Newark. 


Partnership Dissolution 


| 
| 


Glennon & Hart announced the ; 


dissolution of their law partnership 
on July 3, 1936. Mr. Glennon will 
continue the practice of law at 
the same address. 
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CHAPTER 139—(June 5, jy 
Repeals Chapter 104 
1929 relating to pensions of 
Attendant. . 
CHAPTER 140—(July 4 
All written instruments 
filed or recorded with 
Clerk or Register except chy 
mortgages to have names of 
sons signed on such i! 
to be typed or printed 
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CHAPTER 141— (Dec ic) " 
Fixes at 5 year terms of tay gm more? 
lectors in municipalities up to gre 38 











000 population. 3200,000 
CHAPTER 142—(June 5. 19%) sures F4 
Validates decreases in co; steel st 
ation capital stock despite py fom * 
cation defects. gesture 
CHAPTER 143—(June 5, 19%) fm snip® * 
Permits service on non-resid fense 
automobile drivers in civil » F 
by persons whether residents Heat 
non-residents of New Jersey ing—Ne 
CHAPTER 144—(June 5, 1936 jrought 
Fixes between four and six au. 
cent amount to be deducte f Lew - 
salaries of local health board e munist 
ployees for pension purposes scient™ 
transi 
CHAPTER 145—(June 5, 1936 an ex 
Permits holders of Congreasios Medite 
al Medals of Honor to be engags 
or promoted in public employment Stor 
without regard to Civil Service Tril 
lists an 
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DETECTIVE AGENCY | 
DISCRETIONARY INVESTIGATIONS | an 
302 MARKET STREET, ft 
Paterson, New Jersey veal 
——_ pea 
——_——$—$—$ - — 
str 
WwW 
HOW MUCH pre 
will you offer me for a new set ; 
of Corpus juris with annota- 
tations and sectional book 
case? The largest offer will be e 
accepted. Write P. Orland s 
3804 111 Street, Corona, Long 
Island 4 
f 
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Special Service System, Inc. 
William C. Fay, President 
1060 Broad Street 


Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-2733 


Specialists in “Concealed Asset” Reports; Insurance 
Claim and Moral Hazard Investigations ANYWHERE. 
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Titles Insured 


BY 


A Company that specializes solely im the examination and 
insuring of tities to real estate 


LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


ORGANIZED 1927 


Opposite Essex County Hall of Records 
Mitchell 2-7875 


l Insures titles to real estate in any part of 
. Northern New Jersey 


NEWARK, N. J. 





RATES ON REQUEST 


| 













